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extended  to  cover  the  effect   of the  Immigration Act on the
Registration Act. A new issue was thus added, that there should be
no racial discrimination in the Immigration Act.  Naturally, our
feelings were aroused still further in consequence.   The struggle
was prolonged and a second deputation went to England.1  The
Union   Government,   however,   refused  in  so many   words  to
remove  the  racial  discrimination.   While the struggle was thus
being prolonged,  in   1911   again a provisional settlement came
about.   This covered a third issue. Since a problem created by a
law of the Transvaal had to be solved by  the Union Parliament,
the satyagrahis took the stand that they could not accept legisla-
tion which, though it might meet their requirement, would endanger
the rights of others. Accordingly, a condition was included in the
provisional settlement of 1911 to the effect that the existing rights
of Indians in all the parts of the Union should be left untouched.
There was no decision, however,  until 1913* In the meantime,
there was the visit of Mr. Gokhale.   The Government gave him
a promise that the £3 tax would be removed.   Even so, had the
Government granted the satyagrahis' demands in full during the
settlement in 1913, the movement would not have been revived
and the £3 tax would have had to be taken up as a separate issue*
Meanwhile, the Searle judgment raised the marriage question.
This also entailed the loss of existing rights.   In 1913, the late
Mr. Fischer carried through the Immigration Act in the face of
our protests.   It conceded much, but also denied a few things.
The marriage question was left unsolved and in other ways, too,
existing rights were endangered.   This led to the resumption of
satyagraha a fourth time and our demands naturally increased.
Now that the Government has had to concede all the demands,
the struggle has ended.
We can see from this, if we will, that every time the Govern-
ment went back on its word, it was obliged to yield more to us.
This it is which makes one say that chicanery never pays. Double-
dealing may remain unexposed only where both sides play more
or less the same [dirty] game. In satyagraha, one side alone plays
this game. The satyagrahi himself cannot conceivably do so.
We can also see that the more the struggle was prolonged
the greater became the strength of the people and their capacity
to suffer, so that the suffering that the masses endured towards the
end of the last year was unparalleled in modern history. And,
if the suffering has been great, the relief obtained has also been
* This was in 1909; rf& Vol DL
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